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Jason Sterne 

ACCESS CONTROL LISTING 
MECHANISM FOR ROUTERS 

10/679,288 

October 7, 2003 

2136 

Pramila Parthasarathy 
ALC 3089 
4036 

REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION 



Mail Stop Amendment 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

This Request is in response to the Office Action dated August 29, 2007, and is believed 
to be folly responsive to each point of the rejection raised therein. Accordingly, favorable 
reconsideration and allowance of all the claims are respectfully requested in view of the 
following remarks. Claims 1-21 are pending in the present application of which claims 1, 8, 15, 
and 21 are independent 

In section 2 on pages 3-4, the Office Action rejects claims 1-21 on the ground of non- 
statutory obviousness-type double patenting as allegedly being unpatentable over claims 1-23 of 
U.S. Patent No. 6,850,531. The Office Action correctly concedes that the allegedly conflicting 

-1- 



PAGE 3/6 * RCVD AT 10/30/2007 4:17:03 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:USPT0-EFXRF-2/1 * DNIS:2738300 * CSID:703 5199802 * DURATION (mm-ss):02-16 



OCT-3&-2007 15:17 KRAMER 8. AMPDO, P.C. 703 5199802 P.G 

Application No: 10/679,288 
Attorney's Docket No: ALC 3089 

claims are not identical. In fact, Applicant struggles to find any similarities between the pending 

claims and the claims of U.S. Patent No. 6,850,531. Thus, this rejection is respectfully traversed. 

The rejection quotes several phrases from the claims. However, the pending claims 

include a multitude of phrases not addressed in the rejection and reciting subject matter not 

recited anywhere in claims 1-23 of U.S. Patent No. 6,850,531. Applicant respectfully submits 

that all of the subject matter recited in the rejected claims and not expressly addressed in the 

rejection constitutes patentably distinct subject matter from that recited in claims 1-23 of U.S. 

Patent No. 6,850,531. 

If the Examiner maintains this rejection in a subsequent Office Action, Applicant 
respectfully requests that the rejection specify in detail the pertinent portions of claims 1-23 of 
U.S. Patent No- 6,850,531 upon which the Office Action relies, with explicit citations to column 
and line numbers, with respect to all of the subject matter recited in the rejected claims. 

In section 3 on pages 4-5, the Office Action provisionally rejects claims 1-21 on the 
ground of non-statutory obviousness-type double patenting as allegedly being unpatentable over 
claims 1-33 of co-pending Application No. 09/998,504. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 
Applicant holds in abeyance a substantive traversal of this rejection pending allowance of one or 
more claims in the co-pending application upon which the Office Action relies. Should the 
rejection be maintained, Applicant makes the same request with respect to this rejection as the 
request made in the previous paragraph with respect to the previous rejection. 

For at least the forgoing reasons, it is respectfully requested that the rejection of claims 1- 
21 in sections 2-3 of the Office Action be withdrawn. 
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In sections 4-15 on pages 5-7, the Office Action rejects claims 1-21 under 35 U.S.C. § 

I 102(e) as allegedly being anticipated by U.S. Patent Number 7,133,914 to Holbrook. 

Independent claim 1 recites "associating at least two sets of rules with the first interface, 

at least one of the sets of rules being a shared set of rules also associated with a second interface" 

(emphasis added). Independent claims 8, 15, and 21 contain similar recitations. 

Applicant respectfully submits that Holbrook does not disclose, teach, or suggest the 

i subject matter quoted above. Holbrook relates to a method for merging multiple access control 

j lists (ACLs) into a single ACL. See Figure 5; col. 6, In. 55-60. As illustrated in Figure 2, each 

> 

network interface 260 in the router 200 is associated with multiple ACLs 2 1 0. 

Thus, in the system of Holbrook, there is a one-to-many relationship between interfaces 
and ACLs, not a one-to-many relationship between ACLs and interfaces. In other words, the 
method of Holbrook simply merges a number of access control lists associated with one interface 

I 

into a single access control list Holbrook does not disclose, teach, or suggest that an ACL is 

\ shared by two or more interfaces. 

\ 

I Accordingly, Holbrook does not disclose, teach, or suggest "associating at least two sets 

of rules with the first interface, at least one of the sets of rules being a shared set of rules also 
associated with a second interface, 7 * as recited in claim 1 and similarly recited in independent 

i 

\ claims 8, 15, and 21. Applicant respectfully asserts that claims 1, 8, 15, and 21 are allowable for 

<> 

I at least these reasons. 

i Claims 2-7 depend from allowable claim 1, claims 9-13 depend from allowable claim 8, 

# 

and claims 16-20 depend from allowable claim 15. Thus, claims 2-7, 9-13, and 16-20 are 

■ $ . 

■:■ 

1 -3- 

c 
■>* 

' t ♦ 
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allowable over Holbrook at least by virtue of their dependencies. For at least the forgoing 

reasons, Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection of claims 1-21 under 35 U-S.C § 102 

be withdrawn. 

In light of the foregoing, withdrawal of the rejections of record and allowance of this 
application are earnestly solicited. 

While we believe that the instant Request places the application in condition for 
allowance, should the Examiner have any further comments or suggestions, it is respectfully 
requested that the Examiner contact the undersigned attorney in order to expeditiously resolve 
any outstanding issues. 

In the event that the fees submitted prove to be insufficient in connection with the filing 
of this paper, please charge our Deposit Account Number 50-0578 and please credit any excess 
fees to such Deposit Account. 



Respectfully submitted, 
Kramer & Amado, P.C. 



Date: October 30. 2007 
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Alexandria, VA 22314 
Phone: 703-519-9801 
Fax: 703-519-9802 




Terry W. Kramer 
Registration No.: 41,541 
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